THE  EMPEROR  FREDERICK III

possess by the imperial constitution a veto against unani-
mous resolutions of the two legislative assemblies. This
explanation was sufficient to determine his Majesty to
complete the document by which the publication of the
law of March 19, 1888, was ordered.

To the question of his Majesty in what position the
matter stood as regards the Prussian constitution, I could
only answer that the King had the same right of adopting
or rejecting every project of law as either of the two
houses of the Prussian Parliament. His Majesty then for
the time refused his signature, reserving his decision.
The question then arose how the ministry of state which
had requested the royal consent must behave. I supported
the view that for a time we should not insist on a discus-
sion with the King, since he was exercising an undoubted
right; since, moreover, the project of law had been intro-
duced before the change of ruler; and lastly, since we
must avoid intensifying, by raising cabinet questions, the
situation which, even without this, was sufficiently difficult
on account of the illness of the monarch. My view was
adopted. The end of the matter was that his Majesty, of
his own accord, sent to me on May 27 the Prussian law
also completed.

In practice people have been accustomed to regard the
Chancellor as responsible for the whole policy of the gov-
ernment of the Empire. This responsibility can only be
maintained if we admit that the Chancellor is justified first
in refusing to countersign, then in rendering inoperative
the imperial messages by means of which proposals of the
allied governments find their way to the Reichstag (Art. 16).
The Chancellor himself, if he is not at the same time a
Prussian plenipotentiary at the imperial council, would,
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